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X. 

tem^' ilKi^endent project, I decided to study the language used to discuss the 

tkm m^^em&s in the Irndtoook?. comdering both changes in the language itsefc 
m the approach to to hoB^ systo. M m% i mmim ^s^bm 
hmm system m todbooks mmy m^m ^mm^ b^^iming with 1917,, 
looking at tone, diction, and the changing components iii ^fmtii iwM^ 

'^tef^^^ BmMi^^j IbiiBflf fcuss wJmt tb»\^pect^ of 
I^mge imply for the attitudes towards Sweet Briar's honor spteijl different period. 



1917-1918 



tiie second person singular. The diction is casi|^„ i 



to the very 
tm 



of any procedure of the honor council, which itself is very small. It also includes no 



at Sweet Prior md therefore a lady sK^es as a fledge that your work is your own" 



chattily esc^lajmag the honor system to g first-yeay stud^^it. even, going so far as to warn 



1 



Sweet Briar than at prep£«:atory school 



f^mdftnt Handbook 1917 20). 



1925-1926 

V^ioa, usin^QOly the third person. The diction is very precise. The following 

m and Ij#ts,„" (Student Han^^ 1925 35). Qearly, there is no 
J^^M cf casual, friendly 

Imm ^^ S«*r^#i tei 1917 p«^, bitt^ EOt tS: tatti m more recent 
examples. It describes to ^stei of iS|»orting oneself or another pm^ »l a rfl 



The tone of the 1932 passage, interestingly, does not follow the trend of the 1925. 
^^eBptioja th^ tiie 1925. There is no discussion of procedure, and emphasis is placed on 



"TM Its steclptto th^hwsr if^m sys alm^ i^^eal to the 1932, 
primary difference is in sentence structuim. Vili^ the 1932 .him^?00k S^ys: ^W^- 



I 



^ fe:vdvii^ mittteioB of thieBonor Sptem m i^ormiug this function 
needs the support of every smHe.nf Y Student Handbook 1932 35), ^ hm^ M'S 

to investigate and take action in any case involving an infraction of the Honor SysS^. & 

21). The, only differences between the passages are the break and the necessary addition 
M & to sfeeond smmrm to to I W ^^m "*^ Mai toi happ^m in iie 

The 1932 version states: "The Honor Sj'stem^^s not only to 
i^:^ fl[ work during the yesr^^^^^ i^^f ^^^^ «^<S(Sll^e Ife** 
1932 35). 1^1© ISB9 states:, "The Hcmor System apUe^ to every 



of college life. This includes not oidy examiimtions but all class and dmly work^ 



original sentence became the first of the two new sentences. 



one; tie new first sentence not only comes before the original first clause, but it begins a 

M a rtM^ ^ tfee f#cus of the entire para^aph. The original first clause now only 
mm mmfiia^tM mm S«»e. tim thm fcw stoste:^ cliMi^have cm 
I^M-mm. q£ the 1939 ^maig^is to im^it mm #i0pf feri934 more legali^r* itis not 
^scg^ng aspects of hcmor myi^^ M ^I^^M Atm. 

'iEM flaM.M^m^ b€i»^ to t» ^i^isns ISiQ^c^ &tion. Tb© 193^ w&mm 
states that, "A Sweet Briar girl's work is her bond" rStufeit Handbook l&MM^, while. 



Qhmm^ h&m is the idea of honor, and how intrinsic it is to a community of 

« ^^Wm^ i^^M^ StU<lintW^:#ttfiai|h of a pledge fflt^iHp.pt Handbook 1917 
20). It is the doing of the work that pledges in 1932, whereas in 1939 



He 1946 description of the honor system is identical to the 1939 in every way 

^lim to mm^ pha^ of college Ito includes not only examinations but all class 

It Handbook 1919 U% m. ^ hm tai shortest 

to to ev©^ fte of College l4fe" (§mtot 
Handbook 1946 13). The clause that in 1932 was the |>riniary one of a single 

entirely. However, in the 1946 version, the entire sentence is capiiiftoml and in bold print 
is doubt as to whether the first one might carry enough weight without additional 



The 1953 ^don of the handbook addnessir^ the honor system differs drastically 



feeeto &tion ia fmM. hut mi k^tic. Because the passage breaks the honor 
S^mm down so thoroughly, tfie resulting tonlt M i I^BIidlf V^rt^ 1^1'^ 

and sentences. In fact, the entire 1946 description is contained ^ian tiie 1953 one, 

itifc^-^ ^ te^m mi. '^^mm4 ^vt^m&B&imm ©b^* 

The phrasA^ "the Honor System appHes to every phase of college life" 



this is becmiseit has. dianged from being ^ b^iiming of the second paragraph of M 
■description '^^^^^^^^^^^0^^ TOt#^om..^at to sa» 

'■i§m ^dtelta sa^ iiiM^ Wtoebe^ exp^ded and ts^lained. One of the 

most important results of this new descri|Jti'^e style is Iks^in using Hs^ 1 



Like the 1953 description of the honor system, the description in the 1960 
tesi^on 0f ttve honca: system with a decidedly legal tone. It is structurally similar to the 



,^.came& the txm^ of 
f&xtmy, tone tiiat lee 

of the second, explanatory sen' 



msm in the 1953 version so far that it has ^ 
" (Sfaident Handbook 1960 35) takes the idea 



in detail how it do^ so* 



mn of to homx ple4g2.^ven in the 1960 haadbook is similar to the 1953 
in much the same way that the 1939 tecripi^l^ltai Jii^%lfe&^ 1^. 1^ sme 
imm^tat Wte,t0 ffie^^i^t that ibe 1^60 pled^semsmca^ 

legalistic. The 1953 honor pledge states: 



I pledge upon my honor to assume individual responsibility for the honor system of 
Sweet Briar. This individual responsibility not only includes exM*t&^s^sc4¥%%e 
^ost to make to make the highest ideal of honor prevail at Sweet Briar; but this 
responsibility also includes restating myself for any of my infractions of the Sweet Briar 
regulations; and asking otes^^cat themselves for any of t^liil'a^-^ 1 sm 

1953 14). 

The 1960 pledge states: 

I pledge upon my honor to assume individual responsibility for the Honcsr S^st«n of 
Sweet Briar. In accepting this responsibility, I will uphold the highest i^e^oTtmeSt. I 
promise to report myself for any infraction of the regulations and to ask others to report 
themselves for any of their iiBfcaclJQJRS i£I am l^t certain ^hat they have done so (£Meilt 

Handbook i960 33). 



m wm(^z in the secK^nds^ten^, 



slightly more the idea of upholding the ideal of honor, whereas the 



student will do, without dwelUng overmuch on the ideal of honor. 



5, continuing 



1967'im 



0mm^tM and the idea of responsilaiity that comes with freedom that was 



iQnor.3jiiiin ai^^ to e\^i^ phase of coUep life" (g£u$^ 
Handbook 1960 35) and the secti(Hi ite'^rf 



7 



T\m dictipn of tibe pas^ is^^se^ md«MBWhal more formal than in earEer 
Jimidbooks. An exMi^le iMi ^ing paragraph li^^W at 

lite 'm 9m i^iwi Mm lovisa:^ te tot^m »0r£^n| to the standards 

md principles set forth under the Honor System' YStudent Handbook 1967 31). Despite 

perhaps is even less so, However, this is due to the change in content, rather than to any 

The pledge found in ttie 1967 Student Handbook is entirely different from the 



I pledge that I will guarantee the validity of my word, maintain absolute honesty in my 
WM'k, and respect the property of offii^Cl^alizing that these standards are an integral 
part of life at Sweet Briar, I hereby assume my obli^on tojaphoU taii.5Bd_lP ^itte^b^ 
the regulations of the college. I wUl reiwrt i 



Interestingly, this wording of this pledge, particularly the phrase "I hereby assume my 

teipta tat areatog of 1 woeMI© % 
Eonnativi! u^^m^^ so that signing this pledge would itself be more binding than 
% one's obigi^ti^ m. i^^M to tAeipM hones*, min eiBarM^ 
handbooks that isith^ M mt r^TO a ple^, lifee 1917, or simply focused more m 



1974-1975 

system is much briefer than the 1967. However, there is sufficient emphasis on 



les of hon<^; '"Die Hcaior System at Sweet Briar College is 
constructed so as to uphold tee pfe^^-liMr^^l^ t& be to e« ^ 

:lf74a4)» "We" has no dear 



antecedent, except the community which had been discussed befoie- ^li 1 



Tiie^ctipn is no more formal than in earUer descriptions, but the grammatical 
eimste^ims to. An eiMpl^se:^ iiii k lite taf»id xm^ti %m^p^^&f a® & 
beUeved that she will recpgnijze the # ^tes. , (Student Handbook 1974 24). The 



IS 



lier phrase *the Honor System appli^td e^ety" 
. 1;P60 which hMl dmpp^redJrom the 1967 
handbook, reappears here in a similar phrase: "The Honor System, a workable system 




Briar.. .' YSmdent Handbook 1974 24), The exchange of "phase" for "aspects" is an 



chm^ wy shift. 

& tt^f ^&?s from to If^ p^^sam^ m ' 
If ^ ipglations of the college" fSmdent Handbook 1967 31) has been removed 

Is ocQpi m the 1914, whi£?h says ihdXt "each ^mm a Sweet Brnx stB^X m0$ 
name to anything, she aM^ledges her pmMm^t^^.'^ hmov pledge* 



Hm^t>9"K 1974 24). It seems that the ori^iial .perfonnative binding is repeated with 
©very signatme. 

H© ye« 19tl-im m 1?95-1996 all mo the 1974-1975 

description of the honor code verbatim. The only changei';i^i6 SBf^/^iiim imm 

than "the validity of my word" f Student Handbook 1974 24), which appeared in all th© 

he looking bac^k to the 1917 idea of the state of being a student, which of course involves 

m iife^W^ of hi:a3pr mM0 Witf oiMxtal^. 



2002-2003 

Thef seeto of the 2Q02 stutot todbdok deseribinf the honor system departs 
radically from the precedent set% the 1974 versicoi. which iim &i^'i 

judicial committee and the codes of academic and non-academic conduct. The struct!^ 



1960 35) or "every phase" (Student Handbook 1974 24) of college hfe into nm- 

s^^ma. is the^eason for the extremely formal dictipn and sentence structure. The tone of 

whi^ it mi#t have b€^ use^is tks |tose "Sw^t Briar Women" GStudgnt HandbQQk 
»235). 



10 



ch^i^i It mm ilc^Briar Women do not lie^. 
cheat, steal, or violate the rights of others. Tm^^ I pledge to uphoM^ st^iteii ©f 

rstudftnt Handbook 2002 34). This is shorter and more strai#itfbrward &m.^M4 



of m ta^aa^ used to, describe the honor system went from being very informal to 
being very fo0»i* l^l^^s^ te^a^ ift iie h^a^ t^mm flrf*^^ it be^^m^ 
tmmk, mm :b^* s0^^dtiJe ki^^ that described it Riming words and phrases 
from earlier des^|i©iis sometimes serves to add to the formality 

pledge; as the action of pledging gained ii|p»ic^ the language employed in tiie . 

became more focu^ ^.listing required or forbidden actions of students, reflecting the 

Tb# TOstlasportant observation, which is demonstrated by the first two themes, is 

j^ect cb^^^ to ^E^h to sub^t mal^r, so that as die commuiuty ' s ideas about the 
place and purpose 
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